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water,qrmerttlve=
Market acqul=ltlon of

Purchase reduce~ demandz water/lncentlve~

Long--term deals for long term water + "~ :) :) ?
pureh, p~chase reduced demand
Long-term desis for shod term options + ? :) :) ? Lon g-te~Tn dsais foe long term water :}+ 3-5 0 +
Short-term purchase program + ? ~. :) ? purch.

Long-term deals for short ten’n options 3+ 3-5 0 + 0Project water purchases + ÷ ~" :) 10-2G’af Sho~-term purchase program ~- 1-3 + + 0Purchase USBR 215 water Conditiortal
0+=Purchase DWR interrupt~ble water 3n timing of Project water purchase,= ÷ But only if 1-2 + Get from

Purchase tumback water ~Jmplng Purchase USBR 215 water storage can models.

Purchase releases from hydro ?+ .4 3- :) ?
Purchase DWR interruptible water :>e acceseed <100~af

Time-based pricing= Purchase releases from hydro 3- 3-5 0- ~ ?
~’oducersIncentives for GW banking and + 3 Depends ~- :) ? Tide-based pricingexchange ~n Op~

Acquisitio~ of level 4 refuges supplies + ÷ ~- 3 ? Incentives for GW banking and 3- 3-5 + + ?
for banking= exchange

Increased usage of Colorado R. water + ~- ~IA ~- ? Acquisition of ~eve/4 refuges supplies ÷ 1-3 + ? ~250 kaf
via conj. use or finandal lncefltivse7 f~" banking

Increased usage of Colorado R. water 3-5 + + ? < 4.4Upstream purchases + ? ~shortterm :) ? rnaf-(w/or wlo operational shifts) :) long term v{a conj. Use or financial incentives iRIghts
UPstream purchasesTM ÷ short term 1-3 short 0 0

(w/o~ w/o operational shifts) 3 king term 3-5 long

t Many of these co*~ts may be estimated in the CVPIA PEIS.
2 Assumed to be envlronmemal purchases south oftbe Delta only. Purchases by water users are atre*dy * Low Impact at worst, lfdedicatod for enviro benefits e.g., to produce diversion timing shif~ then
ongoing.
~ Stakeholder support contingent upon st~cture of’CALFED water t~’ansfer package Depends on operations, when water water is moved, etc.
~ Assumed opposition flora do~ users, some enviros, recreational users ~o Implementability of transfers will depend on the details. SOD to SOD xfers may have few problems.
s Covered by Incentives for GW banking and level 4 categories. Therefore not scored.

NOD to SOD tr, msfers may be more problematic. In general, shor[-trrm xfers have fewer problems, all
~ Unclear what this is. Assumed in’a>Ives placement of level 4 water into stornge ahead ofnced, else being equal.
~ Not clear what CALFED could add to existing processes. Assumed that intent is to retain full aqueduct. ,t Possible beamfits ifpurchasod for the environment
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Market acquisition of
water/Incentives

=urchase reduced demand
Lo~g--terrn de~l~ for long term water ÷n + + assuming Neutral
purch, no injury
Long-term deals for short term optior~ + + + ride
Short-te~m purchase program + + +

:~Ject water p~Jrchases 0 .0 + Neutral
Purchase USBR 215 water
Purchase DWR l~erruptit~ water

~urchase releases from hydro 0 0 O- - depends
~roduc~s on
i’ime-based pdcing
Incent~,es fo~ GW banking and 0+ Co~k:l + + Neub’al
~xchange reduce salt

loading
~.cquisitio~ of level 4 refi.~ges supplies 0 + + Neutral

for banking
Increased usage of Colorado R. water ? i+ +
via conj. Use o~ f~nda! bcentives

:Jps~eam purchases 0+ Depends 0 + Assum~g Could be
negative

(w/~ w/o operat~al shill) On details No injuW Depends
rule on ops

See F~etnot~ thmt~h~.
Ifpuax:ha~s in drayage Foblem areas


